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CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS OF A COLOCATED FINITE VOLUME
SCHEME FOR THE INCOMPRESSIBLE NAVIER-STOKES
EQUATIONS ON GENERAL 2 OR 3D MESHES

R. EYMARD *, R. HERBIN ', AND J.C. LATCHE #

Abstract. We study a colocated cell centered finite volume method for the approximation
of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations posed on a 2D or 3D finite domain. The discrete
unknowns are the components of the velocity and the pressures, all of them colocated at the center
of the cells of a unique mesh; hence the need for a stabilization technique, which we choose of the
Brezzi-Pitkaranta type. The scheme features two essential properties: the discrete gradient is the
transposed of the divergence terms and the discrete trilinear form associated to nonlinear advective
terms vanishes on discrete divergence free velocity fields. As a consequence, the scheme is proved
to be unconditionally stable and convergent for the Stokes problem, the steady and the transient
Navier-Stokes equations. In this latter case, for a given sequence of approximate solutions computed
on meshes the size of which tends to zero, we prove, up to a subsequence, the L2-convergence of
the components of the velocity, and, in the steady case, the weak LZ2-convergence of the pressure.
The proof relies on the study of space and time translates of approximate solutions, which allows
the application of Kolmogorov’s theorem. The limit of this subsequence is then shown to be a weak
solution of the Navier-Stokes equations. Numerical examples are performed to obtain numerical
convergence rates in both the linear and the nonlinear case.

Key words. Finite Volume, cell centered scheme, colocated discretizations, steady state and
transient Navier-Stokes equations, convergence analysis.
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1. Introduction. We are interested in this paper in finding an approximation
of the fields @ = (@(V);=1, 4 : Q2 x[0,T] = R? and p: Q x [0,T] — R, weak solution
to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations which write:

d
o —vAu + 0;p+ Y uo;u = f9 in @ x (0,7), fori=1,....d,
(1.1) 3=l

d
divie = > _0;u" = 0in Q x (0,T).
i=1

with a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition for # and the initial condition
(1.2) a@(,0) =) in Qfori=1,...,d.

In the above equations, @™, i =1,...,d denote the components of the velocity of a
fluid which flows in a domain € during the time (0,7"), p denotes the pressure, v > 0
stands for the viscosity of the fluid. We make the following assumptions:

(1.3) Q) is a polygonal open bounded connected subset of R?, d = 2 or 3,
(1.4) T > 0 is the finite duration of the flow,

(1.5) v e (0,+00),

(1.6) Tini € L2(Q),

(1.7)

@ e L2(Q % (0,T)), fori=1,...,d.
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We denote by z = (z(9);—;
d
Re de: |z = Z(;v(i))Q and by dz the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure dax =
i=1

4 any point of Q, by |.| the Euclidean norm in

.....

SRS FACON
The weak sense that we consider for the Navier-Stokes equations is the following.

DEFINITION 1.1 (Weak solution for the transient Navier-Stokes equations).
Under hypotheses (L3)-(1.7), let the function space E(2) be defined by:

(1.8) E(Q) :={v = (0D)i=1..a € HA(Q)? divi = 0 a.e. in Q}.

Then 1 is called a weak solution of (L1)-(12) if u € L*(0,T; E(Q))NL>(0,T; L*(Q))
and:

Vo € L2(0,T; E(Q)) N C>(Q x (—o0,T))4,

(1.9) //Q () - Dol t) dadt - / wi(®) - p(,0) do

/ /V (x,t) : Vo(z,t)dedt —I—/ b(a(-,t),a(-t), (-, 1)) dt
0o Jo

//f o(z,t)dz dt

where, for all u,v € HH(Q)? and for a.e. x € Q, we use the following notation:

V() : Vi(z) :Zvu@( z) - Vo (x)

and where the trilinear form b(.,.,.) is defined, for all u,v,w € (H ()%, by

(1.10) b(u, v, w) ZZ ) (@)™ (z) da.
k=1

i=1

REMARK 1.1. From [I.3), we get that a weak solution w of (L1])-(1.2) in the sense
of Definition L1l satisfies 0,u € L**(0,T; E(Q)"), and is therefore a weak solution in
the classical sense, such that u(-,0) is the orthogonal L*-projection of i on {v €
L2(Q)4,divo = 0, trace(v - nog, 0Q) = 0} (see for example [36] or [7]).

Numerical schemes for the Stokes equations and the Navier-Stokes equations have
been extensively studied: see [23] 33 [34] [35], 25| 24] and references therein. Among
different schemes, finite element schemes and finite volume schemes are frequently
used for mathematical or engineering studies. An advantage of finite volume schemes
is that the unknowns are approximated by piecewise constant functions: this makes it
easy to take into account additional nonlinear phenomena or the coupling with alge-
braic or differential equations, for instance in the case of reactive flows; in particular,
one can find in [33] the presentation of the classical finite volume scheme on rect-
angular meshes, which has been the basis of many industrial applications. However,
the use of rectangular grids makes an important limitation to the type of domain
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which can be gridded and more recently, finite volume schemes for the Navier-Stokes
equations on triangular grids have been presented: see for example [26] where the
vorticity formulation is used and [6] where primal variables are used with a Chorin
type projection method to ensure the divergence condition. Proofs of convergence for
finite volume type schemes for the Stokes and steady-state Navier-Stokes equations
are have recently been given for staggered grids [9], [26], [13], [14], [4], following the
pioneering work of Nicolaides et al. [31], [32].

In this paper, we propose the mathematical and numerical analysis of a discretiza-
tion method which uses the primitive variables, that is the velocity and the pressure,
both approximated by piecewise constant functions on the cells of a 2D or 3D mesh.
We emphasize that the approximate velocities and pressures are colocated, and there-
fore, no dual grid is needed. The only requirement on the mesh is a geometrical
assumption needed for the consistency of the approximate diffusion flux (see [15] and
section (2)) for a precise definition of the admissible discretizations).

As far as we know, this work is a first proof of the convergence, of a finite volume
scheme which is of large interest in industry. Indeed, industrial CFD codes (see e.g.
[28], [1]) use colocated cell centered finite volume schemes; leaving aside implemen-
tation considerations, the principle of these schemes seems to differ from the present
scheme only by the stabilization choice. The main reasons why this scheme is so
popular in industry are:

e a colocated arrangement of the unknowns,
e a very cheap assembling step, (no numerical integration to perform)
e an easy coupling with other systems of equations.

The finite volume scheme studied here is based on three basic ingredients. First,
a stabilization technique @ la Brezzi-Pikéranta [§] is used to cope with the instability
of colocated velocity/pressure approximation spaces. Second, the discretization of
the pressure gradient in the momentum balance equation is performed to ensure,
by construction, that it is the transpose of the divergence term of the continuity
constraint. Finally, the contribution of the discrete nonlinear advection term to the
kinetic energy balance vanishes for discrete divergence free velocity fields, as in the
continuous case. These features appear to be essential in the proof of convergence.

We are then able to prove the stability of the scheme and the convergence of dis-
crete solutions towards a solution of the continuous problem when the size of the mesh
tends to zero, for the steady linear case (generalized Stokes problem), the stationary
and the transient Navier-Stokes equations, in 2D and 3D. Our results are valid for
general meshes, do not require any assumption on the regularity of the continuous
solution nor, in the nonlinear case, any small data condition. We emphasize that the
convergence of the fully discrete (time and space) approximation is proven here, using
an original estimate on the time translates, which yields, combined with a classical
estimate on the space translates, a sufficient relative compactness property.

An error analysis is performed in the steady linear case, under regularity assump-
tions on the solution. An error bound of order 0.5 with respect to the step size is
obtained in the discrete H' norm and the L? norm for respectively the velocity and
the pressure. Of course, this is probably not a sharp estimate, as can be seen from
the numerical results shown in Section Bl Indeed, a _better rate of convergence can be
proved under additional assumptions on the mesh [20].
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This paper is organized as follows. In section 2] we introduce the discretization
tools together with some discrete functional analysis tools. Section [3]is devoted to
the linear steady problem (Stokes problem), for which the finite volume scheme is
given and convergence analysis and error estimates are detailed. The complete finite
volume scheme for the nonlinear case is presented in sectiond] in both the steady and
transient cases. We then develop the analysis of its convergence to a weak solution
of the continuous problem. We give some numerical results in section B and finally
conclude with some remarks on open problems (section [G).

2. Spatial discretization and discrete functional analysis.

2.1. Admissible discretization of 2. We first recall the notion of admissible
discretization for a finite volume method, which is given in [15].

DEFINITION 2.1 (Admissible discretization, steady case). Let Q be an open
bounded polygonal (polyhedral if d = 3) subset of RY, and 0Q = Q\ Q its boundary. An
admissible finite volume discretization of Q, denoted by D, is given by D = (M, E,P),
where:

- M is a finite family of non empty open polygonal convex disjoint subsets of
Q (the “control volumes”) such that Q = Ugem K. For any K € M, let
0K = K \ K be the boundary of K and mg > 0 denote the area of K.

- & is a finite family of disjoint subsets of Q (the “edges” of the mesh), such
that, for all o € &, there exists a hyperplane E of R? and K € M with
g = 0K NE and o is a non empty open subset of E. We then denote by
m, > 0 the (d-1)-dimensional measure of o. We assume that,for all K € M,
there exists a subset Ex of € such that 0K = Uyecg,a. It then results from
the previous hypotheses that, for all o € &, either o C 0N or there exists
(K,L) € M? with K # L such that K N L =&; we denote in the latter case
o= K|L.

- P is a family of points of Q indexed by M, denoted by P = (xx)kem. The
coordinates of v are denoted by :v%), i=1,...,d. The family P is such that,
for all K € M, xi € K. Furthermore, for all o € £ such that there exists
(K,L) € M? witho = K|L, it is assumed that the straight line (xx,x1) going
through x and xy, is orthogonal to K|L. For all K € M and all o € £k, let
2o be the orthogonal projection of v on o. We suppose that z, € o.

An _example of two neighbouring control volumes K and L of M is depicted in
Figure 211

The following notations are used. The size of the discretization is defined by:

size(D) = sup{diam(K), K € M}.

For all K € M and o € £k, we denote by nk , the unit vector normal to o outward
to K. We denote by di , the Euclidean distance between zx and o. The set of
interior (resp. boundary) edges is denoted by Eint (resp. Eext), that is &y = {0 € &;
o ¢ 00} (resp. Eext = {0 € & o C IN}). For all K € M, we denote by Ny the
subset of M of the neighbouring control volumes. For all K € M and L € Ny, we
set ni = ng g1, we denote by dg |y, the Euclidean distance between zx and .

We shall measure the regularity of the mesh through the function regul(D) defined
by

) regul(D) = inf {#‘("KV KeM, UEEK}
2 U{dK‘K‘L,KEM,LENK}U{m,KEM}.

dr|L
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Fic. 2.1. Notations for an admissible mesh

2.2. Discrete functional properties. Finite volume schemes are discrete bal-
ance equations with an adequate approximation of the fluxes, see e.g. [15]. Recent
works dealing with cell centered finite volume methods for elliptic problems [21], [16],
[14] introduce an equivalent variational formulation in adequate functional spaces.
Here we shall follow this latter path, also introducing discrete analogues of the con-
tinuous Laplace, gradient, divergence and transport operators, each of them featuring
properties similar to their continuous counterparts.

DEFINITION 2.2. Let  be an open bounded polygonal subset of R, with d € N,.
Let D = (M, E,P) be an admissible finite volume discretization of 0 in the sense
of definition 2. We denote by Hp(Q2) C L2(Q) the space of functions which are
piecewise constant on each control volume K € M. For all w € Hp()) and for
all K € M, we denote by wg the constant value of w in K. The space Hp(S2) is
embedded with the following Euclidean structure: For (v,w) € (Hp(Q))?, we first
define the following inner product (corresponding to Neumann boundary conditions)

(2.2) (v, wyp = %KZM LZN ?;'LL (vp — v ) (wr, — wg).

We then define another inner product (corresponding to Dirichlet boundary conditions)

(2.3) [v,w]p = (v, w)p + Z Z dma VKWEK .

KEM 0EERNEaxy 07

Nezxt, we define a seminorm and a norm in Hp(Q) (thanks to the discrete Poincaré
inequality (27)) giwen below) by

)1/2 )1/2_

(wlp = ((w,w)p)"",  Jwlp = ([w,w]p

We define the interpolation operator Pp : C(Q) — Hp(2) by (Ppp)x = ¢(xxk), for
all K € M, for all p € C(Q).

Similarly, for u = (u® )l 1,
w=(w)—1,. 4 € (Hp(Q)?,

4 €
define
d d ) .
ullp = (Z ) [v, w]p = Z[U(Z),w(l)]ov

( o) v = (vD)iz1,..q € (Hp(Q))? and



and Pp : C(Q)4 — Hp(Q)? by (Ppy)x = ¢(zk), for all K € M, for all o € C(Q)<.
The discrete Poincaré inequalities (see [15]) write:

(2.4) ]l 2y < diam(Q)[wllp, Vo € Hp(Q),

and there exists C > 0, only depending on €2, such that

(2.5) ]2 0 < Calwl?, Yw € Hp(®) with /Qw(a:)dx ~0.

We define a discrete divergence operator divp : (Hp(2))? — Hp(Q), by:
1
(2.6) divp(u)(z) = — E Arr - (ug +ur), forae e K,VK € M,
mp
LeNk
with

m - 1
KILZL 22K _ = gy, ngr, VK € M, VL € Ni.
dg|r 2 2

(2.7) Agr =

We then set Ep(Q) = {u € (Hp(Q))?, divp(u) = 0}.

REMARK 2.1. Any definition of Ak, such that Ak, = mg|paxrnkr with axr >
0 and akr, + arx = 1, combined with the definition divp(u)(x) = ﬁ ZLGNK (Akr -
ug — ALk -ur), produces the same results of convergence as those which are proven
in this paper. On particular meshes, one can prove a better error estimate, choosing
axr = d(xp, K|L)/dkr (see [20]). Nevertheless, in the general framework of this
paper, other choices do not improve the convergence result and_the_error estimate.
Therefore, we set in this paper axr, = 1/2, which corresponds to (Z.7). The advantage
of this choice is that it leads to simpler notations and shorter equations.

The adjoint of this discrete divergence defines a discrete gradient Vp : Hp(Q2) —
(Hp (€))%

1
(28) (VD’U,)K = m—K Z AKL(UL — UK>, VK € M, Yu € HD(Q)
LeNk

This operator Vp then satisfies the following property.
PROPOSITION 2.3. Let (D")),.en be a sequence of admissible discretizations of
Q in the sense of Definition 21, such that lim size(D™) = 0. Let us assume that
m—r oo

there exists C > 0 and o € [0,2) and a sequence (u™)en such that u™ € Hpm) (Q)
and [u™|% < C size(D"™)~*, for all m € N.
Then the following property holds:

(29) lim | (Pp,p(@)Vp,u"™ (@) + u™ (@)Vi(x)) dz = 0, Vp € CZ(9),

m—-+00 Q

and therefore:

(2.10) lim [ Vp,u™ (z)- Pp, (x)de =0, Vi € CZ(Q)4 N E(Q),

m——+o0 Q

where E(Q) is defined by (L.8).



Proof. Let us assume the hypotheses of the above lemma, and let i = 1,...,d and
p € C°(Q) be given. Let us study, for m € N, the term

)
7

Tfm = /Q (Ppmcp(x)vpmu(m)(;v) —i—u(m)(;v)Vgo(:E)) dx.

From (27) and (2.3)), we get that

B= Y e B
0€Eint,0=K|L

where

m 1 1
Ry = (5«0(@() +p(ar)) - / sa(l‘)dv(x)> ni.
Mg|L JK|L
Thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

2
R <, Y[R i
0€Eint,0=K|L

One has 3 ce  _gp M| rdrr < dm(Q). Thanks to the existence of Cy, > 0 which
only depends on ¢ such that |R§?LL)| < COysize(D™) and since a < 2, we then get
that
lim ™ =0
m )

m—r o0

which yields (29). O

PROPOSITION 2.4 (Discrete Rellich theorem). Let (D"™),,cn be a sequence of ad-
missible discretizations of Q in the sense of definition[2.1], such that n}gn@ size(D™)) =
0. Let us assume that there exists C > 0 and a sequence (u(™),en such that
u™ € Hpm () and ||ul™|p,, < C for all m € N.

Then, there exists t € H{(Q) and a subsequence of (u(™),,en, again denoted
(u™)nen, such that:

1. the sequence (u\™)en converges in L*(Q) to @ as m — 400,
2. for all ¢ € C°(Q), we have

(2.11) lim [, Pp, olp, = / Vi(z) - Vi(z)dz,
Q

m——+o0

3. Vp, ul™ weakly converges to Va in L*(Q)? as m — +oco and (Z3) holds.
Proof. The proof of the first two items is given in [I5] (see proof of Theorem
91. pp 773-774). Since we have [u(™|p, < ||ul™||p,,, we can apply proposition 23]
which gives the third item. O
REMARK 2.2. Following [12], if we denote

Dr.o ={tex + (1 —t)y, t € (0,1), y € o}, VK € M, Vo € &k,
we may alternatively define a discrete gradient Vp : Hp(Q) — (L2(2))?, by:

for all K € M,
Vpu(z) = #(uL —ug)ngr, for a.e. * € Dk g UDp g1, YL € N,

Vpu(z) = 7

(0 —ug)ng,q, for a.e. © € Dk o, Yo € Ex N Eext.
K,o
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A result similar to that of Proposition [24] holds with this definition of a discrete gradi-
ent, and in fact, it can be shown that the weak convergence of Vp, u\™ is equivalent
to the weak convergence of meu(m).

3. Approximation of the linear steady problem.

3.1. The Stokes problem. We first study the following linear steady problem:
find an approximation of # and p, weak solution to the generalized Stokes equations,
which write:

nu —vAu+Vp= fin Q

(3.1) divi = 0 in €,

For this problem, the following assumptions are made:

(3.2) Q) is a polygonal open bounded connected subset of R?, d = 2 or 3
(3.3) v e (0,400), n € [0,400),

(3.4) f e L)

We then consider the following weak sense for problem (B]).

DEFINITION 3.1 (Weak solution for the steady Stokes equations).

Under hypotheses (3.2)-(54), let E(QQ) be defined by (L38). Then (u,p) is called
a weak solution of (31) (see e.g. [36] or [7]) if

ue EQ), peL*(Q) with [,,p(x)dz =0,
77/9@(90) - o(z)dx + I// Via(z) : Vo(z)dz—

(3.5) Q
/ p(2z)divo(z)dz = / f(x) - v(z)dz, Vo € Hy (Q)%
Q Q

The existence and uniqueness of the weak solution of ([B1]) in the sense of the
above definition is a classical result (again, see e.g. [36] or [7]).

3.2. The finite volume scheme. Under hypotheses (3:2)-(B), let D be an
admissible discretization of €2 in the sense of Definition 2.1 Tt is then natural to write
an approximate problem to the Stokes problem (B.1) in the following way.

u € Ep(Q), p € Hp(Q) with / p(z)dz =0
Q

(3.6) n/ﬂu(:c) ~v(x)dz + viu,v]p

— /Qp(x)divo(v)(a:)dx = ; f(x) - v(x)dx Vv € Hp(Q)?

As we use a colocated approximation for the velocity and the pressure fields, the
scheme must be stabilized. Using a non-consistant stabilization a la Brezzi-Pitkaranta
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I8], we then look for (u,p) such that

(u,p) € Hp(Q)? x Hp(Q) with /Q p(z)dz =0

7 /Q u(z) - v(z)dz + vu,v]p

- / p(z)divp (v)(z)dx = / f(z) - v(z)dz Vo € Hp(Q)?
Q Q

/QdiVD(u)(x)q(:v)dx = — X\ size(D)* (p,q)p Vq € Hp(Q)

where A > 0 and « € (0,2) are adjustable parameters of the scheme which will have
to be tuned in order to make a balance between accuracy and stability.

System (3.1) is equivalent to finding the family of vectors (ux)xem C R?, and
scalars (px)xem C R solution of the system of equations obtained by writing for
each control volume K of M:

m m,
N My U — V dKlL(uL—uK)—l/ Z 7 (0—ugk)
LeNg CKIL CCERNEery T
(3.8) +L§/ Axr (b —pK) = /Kf(iﬂ)dfﬂ
K

m
Z Akr - (ug +ur) — A size(D)” Z dK‘L(pL—pK):O
LENK Lenk CKIE

supplemented by the relation

(3.9) > mg pr =0

KeM

Defining p, = (px +pr)/2 if 0 = K|L, and p, = pi if 0 € Eext N E, and using the
fact that Eaesx myng , = 0, one notices that: ZLENK Akr, (pr — pr) is in fact
equal to » o MoPsN,q, thus yielding a conservative form, which shows that (3.8
is indeed a finite volume scheme.

The existence of a solution to ([B77) will be proven below.

3.3. Study of the scheme in the linear case. We first prove a stability
estimate for the velocity.

PROPOSITION 3.2 (Discrete H! estimate on velocities). Under hypotheses (3.3)-
(54), let D be an admissible discretization of Q in the sense of definition [Z1.  Let
A € (0,4+00) and a € (0,2) be given. Let (u,p) € Hp(Q)? x Hp(Q) be a solution to
(57). Then the following inequalities hold:

(3.10) vijullp < diam(Q)[| fll(z2(ay)a
and
(3.11) v A size(D)” |plp < diam(Q)?]| £17L2(q))a-



Proof. We apply B setting v = u. We get

2 2 _ x)divp(u)(x)dx = x) - v(x)dex.
n/Quu) Ao+ vull? /Qp< Jdivp (u)(z)d /Qf() (2)d

Since n > 0, the second equation of ([B7) with ¢ = p and Young’s inequality yield
that:

[ u(wde + vlulfy + X size(D)* [pfh <

Q
diam(£2)? v
T||f||?m<sz))d + 2diam(Q)? [l r20ya-

Using the Poincaré inequality (24) gives

) o diam(9)?2 v
ull -+  size(D)” o < L2y 2 s D,

which leads to (BI0) and B.IT)). O

We can now state the existence and the uniqueness of a discrete solution to (B.1).

COROLLARY 3.3. [Existence and uniqueness of a solution to the finite
volume scheme] Under hypotheses (Z2)-(34)), let D be an admissible discretization
of Q in the sense of Definition[Z1l, Let X € (0,4+00) and a € (0,2) be given. Then
there exists a unique_solution to (3.7).

Proof. System (37 is a linear system. Assume that f = 0. From propositions
and using ([23])), we get that w = 0 and p = 0. This proves that the linear system
B0 is invertible. O

We then prove the following strong estimate on the pressures.

PROPOSITION 3.4 (L? estimate on pressures). Under hypotheses (Z2)-(3-4), let
D be an admissible discretization of Q in the sense of definition [Z1] and let 6 > 0
be such that regul(D) > 0. Let A € (0,400) and o € (0,2) be given. Let (u,p) €
Hp ()% x Hp(Q) be a solution to (31). Then there exists Ch-only depending on d,
Q, n, v, A\, « and 0, and not on size(D), such that the following inequality holds:

(3.12) Il 2y < Gallfifiz)e-

Proof. We first apply a result by Necas [29]: thanks to [, p()dz = 0, there exists
Ca:>10,,which only depends on d and , and © € H}(2)? such that dive(z) = p(z)
for a.e. x € Q and

(3.13) (0]l 2 (e < GAlPlE2(0)-
We then set

v = L/ﬁ(i)(:zz)d”y(aj), YVoe& Vi=1,...,d.

me
(note that v((,i) =0forall 0 € &y and i =1,...,d) and we define v € Hp ()¢ by

. 1 » .
Uggz_/ 70 (2)de, VK € M, ¥i=1,...,d.
K

mg
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Applying the results given p 777 in [I5], we get that there exists Csi:>.:0, only
depending on d and 6, such that

.10) o — ol < g™ [ (o @)a,
and
3.15) ol < CEilng o

We then have

/p(:v)diVD’U(CE)dSC: Z DK Z Akr - (vg +vp) = Tot Tl
Q KeM LeNk

where
I = Z DK Z 2AkL - VKL
KeM LeNk
= Z DK Z/ o(x) - ngrdy(z)
KeM LeNK K|L
= | pa)divolo)de = ol
and

, 1
T = Z PK Z mg|L (§(UK+'UL)_'UKL) "N

KeM LeNk

1
= Z mgr(Px — PrL) §(UK +vL) = Vk|L ) - DKL
oc=K|LEEny

We then have, thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
1 2
TS |p|2D Z mK‘LdKL <§(’UK+’UL)—’UKL) .
oc=K|LEEint

Applying Inequality (EI4) and thanks to (3 (vk +vr) — vkr)? < 3((vk — vn)? +
(v — vk L)?), we get that

d
Wbl Y denlgin®) [ (V@)
o=K|LEEns KUL =
This in turn implies the existence of C4-> 0,-0nly depending on d and 6, such that
T5 < Gasize(D)? p[5 10l 7 -
Thanks to ([BI3]), we then get, gathering the previous results

316) [ plepdivoo)ds > ol - D)ool
11



We then introduce v as a test function in (B77). We get

(3.17) /Q p(z)divp (v)(z)dz = 77/

u(z) - v(x)dr + v[u,vlp — [ f(x) - v(z)de.
Q Q

Applying the discrete Poincaré inequality, (B.150]) and BI6]), we get the existence of
Cs.-only depending on d, 2, f, n, v, A and 6, such that

IPl172() — GasizetD)|plo Gailtplizzie) < G (illp + 1112 (@)a) IpllL2)-

We now apply B.10) and BII). Since size(D)? < size(D)*diam(Q)?~%, the condi-
tion o < 2 suffices to produce BI2) from the above inequality, a factor 1/ being
introduced in the expression of (ffj (it"is therefore not possible to let A tend to 0 in
B12). 0

We then have the following result, which states the convergence of the scheme
B,

PROPOSITION 3.5 (Convergence in the linear case). Under hypotheses (32)-
(54), let (u,p) be the unique weak solution of the Stokes problem (31)) in the sense
of definition [3. Let A € (0,+00), o € (0,2) and 6 > 0. be given and let D be an
admissible discretization of 0 in the sense of definition [21] such that regul(D) > 6.
Let (u,p) € Hp(Q)¢ x Hp(2) be the unique solution to (3.7).

Then u converges to u in (L?(Q))% and p weakly converges to p in L?(Q) as size(D)
tends to 0.

Proof. Under the hypotheses of the above proposition, let (’D(m))meN be a se-

quence of admissible discretizations of € in the sense of definition Il such that
lim,, 00 size(D™) = 0 and such that regul(D(™)) > @, for all m € N.
Let (u™), p™) € Hpm) ()% x Hpem) (Q) be given by B.1) for all m € N. Let us prove
the existence of a subsequence of (’D(m))meN such that the corresponding sequence
(u™) en converges in (L?(2))? to @ and the sequence (p{™)),,cn weakly converges
in (L%(22))? to p, as m — oo. Then the proof is complete thanks to the uniqueness of
(. 5).

Using (B.10), we obtain (see [18], [I5]) an estimate on the translates of u("™): for
all m € N; there exists Cg-> 0, only depending on 2, v, f and g such that

Jo W™ (z + &) — ulmF) (2))2dz < Ggle| (€] + 4size(DI™)),
(3.18) fork=1,....d, veeRrd ‘o

where u(™*) denotes the k-th component of (™). We may then apply Kolmogorov’s
theorem, and obtain the existence of a subsequence of (D™),,ex and of @ € Hg (Q)?
such that (u("™),,en converges to @ in L?(Q)?. Thanks to proposition 3.4 we extract
from this subsequence another one (still denoted u("™) such that (p(™),,cn weakly
converges to some function p in L?(2). In order to conclude the proof of the conver-
gence of the scheme, there only remains to prove that (u,p) is the solution of (B3,
thanks to the uniqueness of this solution.

Let ¢ € (C(2))%. Let m € N such that D™ belongs to the above extracted
subsequence and let (u(™), p(™)) be the solution to B.7) with D = D). We suppose
that m is large enough and thus size(D(m)) is small enough to ensure for all K € M
such that KN support(y) # 0, then K NI = () holds. Let us take v = Ppm)p in

B20). Applying proposition 24 we get

lim [u(™), Pp o) @] pem = / Va(x) : Vo(z)de.
Q

n—r00

12



Moreover, it is clear that

tim [ f(@)- P plode = /Q f(@) - pla)dz,

n—oo

and

lim 7 /Q W) (@) - Pporpla)de = 1 / i(x) - p(x)dz.

n—oo Q

Thanks to the weak convergence of the sequence of approximate pressures, to (B.11])
and to the hypothesis o < 2, we now apply proposition 23] which gives

(3.19) lim p(m)(x)divp(m)(PD<m)ga)(x)d3::/[)(:L“)divga(a:)dx.

n—=o Jo Q

The last step is to prove that div(z) = 0 a.e. in Q Let ¢ € C°(Q2) and let m € N
be given. Let us take ¢ = Ppomy in (B1). We get TA; m = T5 m) , where

Jé]"” - /Q divepom) (@) (1™ Ppymy () daz.
and
7"” = A size(D")* (p™) | Ppy iy o)

On the one hand, the third item of proposition 24 produces

lim T / x)0; at

On the other hand, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get:

" < Xsize(D™)* ™) || Ppow ¢lo

Therefore, thanks to (BII)) and to the regularity of ¢ (that implies that |Ppm)¢|p

remains bounded independently on size(D(™))) we obtain lim,, e Tm) = 0. This in
turn implies that:

(3.20) Z/ 2)0;u" (x)dz = 0, for all ¢ € C2(Q),

which proves that @ € E(Q2). O

REMARK 3.1 (Strong convergence of the pressure). Note that the proof of the
strong convergence of p to p is a straightforward consequence of the error estimate
stated in Proposition [3.0 below, which holds under additional regularity hypotheses.

3.4. An error estimate. We then have the following result, which states an
error estimate for the scheme (B.7]).

PROPOSITION 3.6 (Error estimate in the linear case). Under hypotheses (3.2)-
(34)), we assume that the weak solution (u,p) of the Stokes problem (31]) in the
sense of definition (I1) is such that (u,p) € H2(Q)? x HY(Q). Let A € (0,+00) and

13



a € (0,2) be given, let D be an admissible discretization of Q in the sense of definition
21 and let 6 > 0 such that regul(D™) > 0. Let (u,p) € Hp(Q)? x Hp(Q) be the
solution to (7). Then there exists Crowhich only depends on d, 2, v, n and 6 such
that

(3.21) lu—all72 0y < Ge(A; size(D), p, ),
(3.22) A size(D)™ [plp < Cje(A;size(D), p, 0)
(3.23) lp = pll2() < Gge(Assize(D), p, @)
where

e(\, size(D),p,u) = min (Asize(D)*, 1size(D)?~%)

3.24 _ _
(3.24) < (18121 0y + 12 e

Proof. We define (a1, p) € Hp(Q)?x Hp(Q) by @ = Ppu, which means x = u(xy,)
forall K € M, and px = ﬁ fK p(z)dx for all K € M. Integrating the first equation
of BI)) on K € M gives

(3.25) 77/ z)dz + Z < e vn?;(gd’y?ﬁadv > / fla

We introduce, for K € M, 51;( =Ax — fK x)dz, and, for L € Nk:
Brr=qop (tp, —Ux) — mK‘L [, Va(z) : ng, ad'Y( )s
and for 0 € Eg NEext, Rio = ﬁ(o —Ug) f Via(z) : ng ody(x);

moreover, we define for L € Ni: e, = 3 (Px +PL) mK\L Jic)p P(x)dv(x), and for

0 € Ex NEext, €8 = P — m%, [, p(z)dy(z). Using these notations and the relation
degk meng,, =0, we get from (3.25])

an@K—V< > DL (1, — i) + > — (0—ﬁk)>+

LeNk K|L o0€EKNEext Ko
Z Akt (br — PK) = / f(z)dz + Rk,
LeNk K
with
Ry = n mK{;‘?{ —V ( Z mK\LRK,L + Z IngRKﬁg> + Z mg, EgnK7g.
LeNk 0 €EKNEext o€lk

We then set ou = 7 —u and dp = p — p. We then get, substracting the first relation of
the scheme ([B.8) to the above equation,

(3.26) 1 Jo du(@)v(z)de + v[ou, v]p — / p(z)divp (v)(z)dx =
Jo R(z)vdz, Vv € Hp(Q)?,
14



and, setting v = du in (B:20]),
77/ Su(x)?dx + v||dul|2 — / p(z)divp (du)(z)dr = / R(z)ou(z)dz.
Q Q Q
We now integrate the second equation of (3 on K € M. This gives

Z a(z) -ngdy(z) =0, VK € M.
oelk g
Using @ € HE (), we then obtain
Z Agr - (Ux + 1) = Z mg e, VK € M
LeNk LeNk

with

Mg

1
E?{|L = <§(ﬁK—|—'&L) — /KL’UJ({E)d’y(:Z?)> ‘ngr, VK € M, VL € Ng.

We then give, substracting the second relation of the scheme (B8] to the above equa-
tion,

/QdiVD(&L)(x)dp(:zr)dx = A size(D)* (p,p — p)p + Lgs
with

Tg=""_ mgeh(x — L),

K|LEEint
Gathering the above results, we get

1 Jo u(z)?dz + vjdu]|h + X size(D)* |p|p =

(3.27) A size(D)* (p,p)p + [o R(z) - du(z)dz + T

Let us study the terms at the right hand side of the above equation. We have, using
the Young inequality,

1 o i
(3.28) (p,P)p < Z|p|2D +plp < Z|p|2D + Cs 17l %1 (0 -

We then study [, R(z) - du(z)dz = Tr Tset Toswith

Tm=n /QE“(J:) ou(x)de,

Ig=v Z (Z mp R + Z maRK,a> Oug,

KeM \LeNk 0€EKNEext

and

Tg = Z Z m, ebng o - dugk.
KeMoelxk
15



Thanks to interpolation results proven in [15] and to (Z4]), we obtain

. _ v
(3.29) T < Cosize(D)? |32 oy + ZII&LII%,
. _ v
(3.30) Tg < Cro size(D)?||al| 2oy + Z”&LHQDa
and
. i v
(3.31) Tigi < €11 size(D)? [Pl 31 ) + le&tll%-

We then study T. We have T =Tio-—Try-with
Img= Z mp| € (Px — PL),
K|L€EEins

which verifies
(3.32) Ty < iz size(D) (1131 (o) + Il ey ) -
and

Tg="">_ mgek L (px —pL),
K|LEE

which verifies
1, . o 1. o
(3.33) =< Z)\ size(D)® |p|% + Cy3 —size(D)? HUH%IQ(Q)'

A
Gathering equations ([B:27)-([B33) gives
[6u]|B + A size(D)* |plp < Crae(Assize(D), p, a),

where e(\, size(D), p, @) is defined by [B:24]). This in turn yields [B21)) and ([3:22)). We
then again follow the method used in the proof of PropositionB.4l Using [, p(2)dz = 0
and therefore [, dp(x)dz = 0, let v € H(Q)? be given such that divo(z) = fp(x) for
a.e. x € {} and

(3.34) 19l 2 0)e < Caplidpliea)-
We again set

v = L/ﬁ(i)(:zz)d”y(aj), YVoe& Vi=1,...,d.

Mg

and we define v € Hp(2)? by

U%’):i/ oW (z)dz, VK e M, Vi=1,...,d.
mg Ji

The same method gives

Il 720y < A dp(x)divp (v)(z)dz + (gsize(D)|p|p[|0]] g ()2

. . 1
< | Wle)divn(o)(w)de + Crasize@Plplh + 7110
16



We now use v as test function in (326). We get
/5p Ydivp (v x—n/&u d:v—i—l/[&uvp—i—/R Joda.
Gathering the two above 1nequahtles B29), (3.30), B31) and B34) produces

H5PHL2 @ = ||5p||L2(Q + Cigsize(D)? (”ﬁH%{l(Q) + Hmﬁ{?(sz))
+Cl7 [[oull H (rrsize(D )?|pl%-
Applying B21) and [3:22) gives (3:23). O
REMARK 3.2. In the above result, it suffices to let « = 1 to obtain the proof of an

order 1/2 for the convergence of the scheme. We recall that this result is not sharp,
and that the numerical results show a much better order of convergence.

4. The finite volume scheme for the Navier-Stokes equations. Before
handling the transient nonlinear case, we first address in the following section the
steady-state case.

4.1. The steady-state case. For the following continuous equations,

nu —VAu(l—Fazp—l—Zu Z)*f(i)inQ, fori=1,....,d,
(4.1) J =1
diva = 9;u" = 0 in Q.
i=1

with a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, we define the following weak sense.

DEFINITION 4.1 (Weak solution for the steady Navier-Stokes equations). Under
hypotheses (32)-([34]), let E(QY) be defined by (L8). Then (u,p) is called a weak
solution of (4 1)) if

u€ E(Q), pe L*Q) with / p(z)dz = 0,
Q

(4.2) 77/911(3:) - 0(x)dx + I//Q Vi(x) : Vo(x)da
- /Q p(x)divo(x)da + b(a, w,v) = 5 f(x) - v(x)dx Vo € Hi(Q)?,

where the trilinear form b(.,.,.) is defined by (LI0).

We now give the finite volume scheme for this problem. Under hypotheses (3:2))-
B3, let D be an admissible discretization of Q in the sense of Definition ZI1 We
introduce Bernoulli’s pressure p + u instead of p, again denoted by p, and for any
real value A > 0 and a € (0,2), we look for (u,p) such that

(u,p) € Hp(Q)? x Hp(Q) with /Q pa)de =0,

1 91
77/Q u(z) - v(z)dr + vu,v]p + 5 /Q u(z)*divp(v)(z)dz
- / p(x)divp (v)(x)dz + bp (u, u,v) = / f(x)-v(x)dr Yo € Hp(Q)?
Q Q

/QdiVD(u)(x)q(:C)dx = —\size(D)* (p,q)p Vg € Hp(Q)
17



where, for u,v,w € Hp (), we define the following approximation for b(u, v, w)

(4.4) bp(u, v, w) = % Z Z (Agr - (ux +ur)) (v — vK) - wk)

KeM LENK

System (3)) is equivalent to finding the family of vectors (ux)xem C R?, and
scalars (px)xem C R solution of the system of equations obtained by writing for
each control volume K of M:

m me
anuK—VZ KIL(uL—uK)—V Z (0 —ug)

Leny, KL L
1
+ Z (Akr - (§(UK +ur))) (ur — uk)
(4 5) LeNK 1
+3 Ak o) -5 Y Axe (6 g = [ fa)de
K
LeNk LeNk
m
Z Akr - (ug +ur) — A size(D)? Z dK|‘L (pr —pr) =0
K|L

LeNk LeNk

supplemented by the relation:

Z mg px =0

KeM

Defining px = px — u%/2 and p, = (Px + pr)/2 if 0 = KI|L, p, = px if
0 € Eoxt N Ek, and using the fact that degK myng , = 0, one again notices that:
ZLGNK Ak (pr—pr) is in fact equal to degK m, PNk, o, thus yielding a conserva-
tive form for the fifth and sixth terms of the left handside of the discrete momentum
equation in (£H]). Defining u, = (ux +ur)/2if 0 = K|L, uy = 0if 0 € Eext NEK, OneE
obtains that the nonlinear convective term ) 3; . (AL (3(uk +ur))) (ur —ug) is
equal to degK m, (Mg, - Uy )Ue — MU (divpu) i; one may note that (divpu)x =
de e WoNK o * U Hence the nonlinear convective term is the sum of a conserva-
tive form and a source term due to the stabilization (this source term vanishes for a
discrete divergence free function u).

Let us then study some properties of the trilinear form bp. First note that the
quantity bp(u,v,w) also writes

(16)  bplwvw) =1 S (Ax- (ux +ur)) (v — k) - (w + wr)
K|LEE

We thus get that, for all u,v € Hp ()4,

1
bo(uv,0) =5 D (Axr (ux +un))(vn)’ = (0x)?)

(47) K|LEEn

1

= ——/ v(x)? divp(u)(z) do

2 Ja
We get in particular, that, for all w € Ep(Q), bp(u,u,u) = 0, which is the discrete
equivalent of the continuous property.

18



REMARK 4.1. [Upstream weighting versions of the scheme] All the results
of this paper are available, setting Frr(u) = Akr - (ux + ur) and considering, for
u,v,w € Hp (),

ups 1
by (u,v,w) = bp(u,v,w) + 3 Z Okr|Frr(u)| (v —vk) - (wr —wk),
K|LEEint

with, for example, © k1, = max(1 — 2udK‘L/|FKL( )|,0). We then get, for all u,v €
Hp(Q), the inequality

, 1
by (u,v,v) > —5/S21)(:v)2din(u)(x)d:v,
which is sufficient to get all the estimates of this paper, together with the convergence
properties of the scheme. The use of such a local upwinding technique may be useful to
avoid the development of nonphysical oscillations only where meshes are too coarse.

The following technical estimates are crucial to prove the convergence properties
of the scheme.

LEMMA 4.2 (Estimates on bp(., ., .) by discrete Sobolev norms). Under hypotheses
(I3)-[{T7)), let D be an admissible discretization of Q2x (0,T) in the sense of definition
/-8 and 6 > 0 such that regul(D) > 6. Then there exists Ciga> 0 and Ciga> 0, only
depending on d, 0 and §2, such that

(4.8) bp(u,v,w) < g llullseye vl lwlis@e < g llullo vl llwllo.

Proof. The quantity bp(u,v,w) reads

m
bp(u, v, w) Z Z wg - (v, — vK)) dK‘L ((xp —xx) - (uk +ur))
KEM LeNk KL

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice and using the fact that (x L —rK)?=

3., and that, for any admissible discretization >, o Nu r;:‘\LL d%-; < d ™ yield:
m
bp(u,v,w)? < Cao (Z > T (wk) (s —xK>2<2<uK>2+2(uL>2>>

KeMLeNyx KIE
m

(3 3 5t o)

KemMLeNk - KIE

1/2 1/2
< Cu (Z mK|wK|4> (Z mK|“K|4> 01
KeM KeM

The inequality (L8] is now a straightforward consequence of the following discrete
Sobolev inequality, which holds under the same regularity assumptions on the mesh

(see proof in [10] or [15] pp. 790-791]):

(4.9) ullLay < Co2 lullp.
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a
REMARK 4.2 (Two dimensional case). In the case d = 2, it may be proven setting
a=2,p=p =2 in the proof p791 of [15], that

1/2 1/2
lull 2oy < Coslullat, llulls

and therefore, that there exists Coyo> 0, only depending on d and €2, such that

1/2
bo (u,v,w) < Gggliviie (lullp lullrz @ llwllo w2 @)

This is a discrete analogue to the classical continuous estimate on the trilinear form.
The existence of a solution to the scheme ([3)) is obtained through a so-called
“topological degree” argument. For the sake of completeness, we recall this argument
(which was first used for numerical schemes in [I7]) in the finite dimensional case in
the following theorem and refer to [I1] for the general case.
THEOREM 4.3 (Application of the topological degree, finite dimensional case).
Let V' be a finite dimensional vector space on R and g be a continuous function from
V to V. Let us assume that there exists a continuous function F from V x [0,1] to V
satisfying:
1. F(-,1) =g, F(-,0) is an affine function.
2. There exists R > 0, such that for any (v,p) € V x [0,1], if F(v,p) =0, then
[ollv # R.
3. The equation F(v,0) =0 has a solution v € V such that ||v]v < R.
Then there exists at least a solution v € V' such that g(v) =0 and |jv||v < R.
Here g(v) = 0 represents the nonlinear system (3], and we are now going to
construct the function F' and show the required estimates. Note that here, the use of
Bernouilli’s pressure leads to simpler calculations.

PROPOSITION 4.4 (Discrete HE () estimate on the velocities). Under hypotheses
(72)-([37)), let D be an admissible discretization of Q2x (0,T) in the sense of definition
B8 Let A € (0,+00) and a € (0,2) be given. Let p € [0,1] be given and let (u,p) €
(Hp(Q))4 x Hp(R), be a solution to the following system of equations (which reduces

to ({-3) as p=1 and to (377) as p=0)

(u,p) € Hp(Q)? x Hp(Q) with /Qp(:z:)da: =0,

p
n/ﬂu(aj) v(z)dz + viu,v]p + = / V2 divp (v)(x)dx

+p bp(u,u,v)—/Q (x)divp(v dx—/f de Vv e Hp(Q)?

/QdiVD(u)(x)q(:E)dx = —\size(D)” (p,¢)p Vq € Hp(f2)

(4.10)
Then u and p satisfy the following estimates, which_are the same inequalities as ob-
tained in the linear case (inequalities (310) and (F11)):

vlullp < diam(Q)| f[| £z ()

v A size(D)” |p/p < diam(Q)2||f||?L2(Q))d
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.2l using the property (1) on
the discrete trilinear form. O

We are now in position to prove the existence of at least one solution to scheme
E3).

PROPOSITION 4.5 (Existence of a discrete solution). Under hypotheses (Z2)-
(FA). let D be an admissible discretization of Q@ x (0,T) in the sense of definition

/-8 Let A € (0,+00) and o € (0.2) be given. Then there exists at least one (u,p) €
(Hp(Q))? x Hp (), solution to (£.3).

Proof. Let us define V = {(u,p) € (Hp(Q))* x Hp(Q) s.t. [,p(z)dz = 0}.
Consider the continuous application F' : V x [0,1] — V such that, for a given
(u,p) € V and p € [0,1], (@, p) = F(u,p, p) is defined by

/Qzl(x) cv(z)dr = n/ﬂu(a:) ~v(z)dz + viu,vlp — /Qp(a:)divD(v)(x)dx
+p (% /Q u(z)?divp (v)(x)dz + bp(u, u, v))

- /Q f(z) - v(x)dx Vo € Hp(Q)?

/ p(z) - g(x)dx = / divp (u)(x)g(z)dr + X size(D)* (p, ¢)p Vg € Hp(Q).
Q Q

It is easily checked that the two above relations define a one to one function F'(.,.,.).
Indeed, the value of 11(}? and pg for a given K € M and i = 1,...,d are readily
obtained by setting v = 1, v =0 for j # i, and ¢ = 1.

The application F'(., ., .) is continuous, and, for a given (u, p) such that F(u,p, p) =
(0,0), we can apply proposition B4 and (Z3]), which prove that (u,p) is bounded
independently on p. Since F(u,p,0) is an affine function of (u,p) (indeed invertible,
see corollary B3)), we may apply Theorem 3land conclude to the existence of at least
one solution (u,p) to (£3). O

We then have the following strong estimate on the pressures.

PROPOSITION 4.6 (L? estimate on pressures). Under hypotheses (3.2)-(3.4)), let
D be an admissible discretization of S in the sense of definition [21l, and let 6 > 0
such that regul(D) > 6. Let X € _(0,400) and o € (0,2) be given. Let (u,p) €
Hp ()% x Hp(Q) be a solution to (Z.3). Then there exists Casonly depending on d,
Q, n, v, A\, @ and 0, and not on size(D), such that the following inequality holds:

2
(4.11) Ipll 2@y < Gz (K + (17l z2cane)”)

Proof. We may follow the proof of proposition B4l until (8I7)), which is changed
to:

(4.12) /Qp(x)divp(v)(l“)dx = 77/} u(z) - v(r)dr + vu,v]p — ., f(x) - v(z)dz

+s / u(@)*divp(v)()dz + bp(u, 1,v).
Q
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We again apply the discrete Poincaré inequality (24]), 315]), B10) and we use ([AL8]).
We get the existence of Chg5:0nly depending on d, 2, f, n, v, A and 6, such that

1211720y — Gmsize(D)|ploCgilipl L2 <
Gogy (fullo + [1f1l 2@y + [ulld) Pl 20
We now apply BI0) and BIIl), which yields the conclusion. O

We now can state the convergence of Scheme {3)).

THEOREM 4.7 (Convergence of the scheme). Under hypotheses (3.2)-(34)), let
(D)) en be a sequence of admissible discretizations of Q in the sense of definition
21, such that size(D™)) tends to 0 as m — oo and such that there ewists 6 > 0
with regul(D™) > 0, for all m € N. Let A € (0,400) and o € (0,2) be given.
Let, for all m € N, (u(™) p™) € (Hpum (Q))? x Hpwm (Q), be a solution to {f.9)
with D = D). Then there erists a weak solution (4,p) of ({f-1)) in the sense of
definition [{-1 and a subsequence of (D™)en, again denoted (D™),,cn, such that
the corresponding subsequence of solutions (u(m))meN converges to @ in L*(Q) and
(p™ — L (u(™)?),,en weakly converges to p in L?(12).

Proof. Since the same estimates as in the linear case are available in the steady
nonlinear case, the proof of proposition B3] holds for all the terms of ([2]) which are
present in (.5). We only have to prove that for a given o € (C°(Q2))¢, as m — +o0:

Tl{;ﬂ\ = /Qu(m)(x)2divp(m) (Ppmy@)(z)dz  tends to /Qﬂ(:t)zdivcp(x)dx
and
T = bp (™, ™, Ppomyp)  tends to  b(a, @, ).

Thanks to the convergence in L?(2) of (u(™)),,en to @ and to the discrete Sobolev
inequalities ||v[|za(q) < Cozdlullpem for all v € Hpem () and all ¢ < 6 (see [15] p.
790]), we get using (BI0) the convergence in L?(Q) of ((u(™)?),,en to @2. We now
remark that for i = 1,...,d, the sequence (Pp(m)p))nen satisfies the hypotheses of
Proposition 24 Hence, Vp(m) Ppom ¢ weakly converges to Vo in L2(2)?. One
has divpu = Zle Vg)u(i) for all u € (Hp(2))? such that ux = 0 if Ex N Eexy # 0.
Hence divpm) (Ppm) @) weakly converges to dive in L?(Q), thus providing the limit

y(m)
of T .

Thanks to (8], setting for simplicity D = D™, we have:

(m) (m)
bp(u, u, Ppp) = Thy s+ Ty
with:

B = Y (k- w)((un - ux) - o)

KeM LeENK
d d .
_ ZZ/ u® (I)Vg) (u™)(2) Ppp®) (z)dzx
k=1i=1 "%
T) - % Z (Arr - (ur —ug))((ur —uk) - (p(rr) — p(zL)))
K|Le&nt
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Thanks to the convergence in L?(Q) of (u™) Ppm)@)men to Gy, we get from propo-
sition 2:4] that:

A u® (z)p*) — b(ii. i
mlgnooT ZZ/ 2)0;u' ()" (x)dx = b(a, a, ).

k=1i=1
We have:
" 1 m
o= 7 Y Al - (un - uk))(ur - uk) - (p(ex) = ()
4K\L€$'t dK‘L

and therefore, since |p(zx) — p(xr)| < dixCysize(D) where Cy, is a bound of Vi in
L>(Q)%, and since d 1, < 2size(D), the following estimate holds:

(my .
T < Asize(D)Cyljull?,
Therefore, (BI0) yields:
Jim T =0,

which concludes the proof of convergence. O

4.2. The transient case. We now turn to the study of the finite volume scheme
for the transient Navier-Stokes equations, the weak formulation of which is given in
(D).

We first give the definition of an admissible discretization for a space-time domain.

DEFINITION 4.8 (Admissible discretization, transient case). Let € be an open
bounded polygonal (polyhedral if d = 3) subset of RY, and 02 = Q \ Q its boundary,
and let T > 0. An admissible finite volume discretization of Q x (0,T), denoted by
D, is given by D = (M,E, P, N), where (M,E,P) is an admissible discretization of
Q in the sense of definition[Z1] and N € Ny is given. We then define & = T /N, and
we denote by size(D) = max(size(M, E,P), &) and regul(D) = regul(M, &, P).

Under hypotheses (L3)-(L1), let D be an admissible discretization of Q x (0,T)
in the sense of definition .8 and let A € (0, +00) and « € (0,2) be given. We write a
Crank—Nicholson scheme for the time discretization, and follow the nonlinear steady—
state case for the space discretization; the finite volume scheme for the approximation

of the solution (LI)-(L2)) is then:

Uug € HD(Q)d,
1
(4.13) U, K = —/ Uini(v)dz, VK € M,
mg Ji

and, again using Bernoulli’s pressure p + u instead of p, again denoted by p,

(Un+17pn+%) € (Hp(Q))* x Hp (%),
fQ anr% (‘T)dx =0, un+% = %(un-i-l + u’ﬂ)u

(Un+1( ) — un(2)) - v(@)de + vit[u, 1, v]p
(4.14) &/anr 2)divp(v)(x )dx—|—(;t/ n+2( ) divp (v)(x)dz
(n+1)ét
+dtbp(u Up g 15 Up L v) / /fx t) - v(z)dzdt,

/z d1VD(un+%)(x)q(:zr)dx = —\ size(D)“ <pn+% ,4)D

¢
Yo € Hp(Q)%,Yq € Hp(2), Vn € N.
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In (I, we consider the approximation of bp given by (L4]). We then define the set
Hp(Q x (0,T)) of piecewise constant functions in each K x (nd, (n + 1)&), K € M,
n € N, and we define (u,p) € Hp(Q2 x (0,7)) by

u(z,t) = u, 1(), and p(z,t) =p,1(z), forae. (z,t) € Wx(nd, (n+1)&), Vn € N}
(4.15)

REMARK 4.3 (Time discretization). [t is wellknown that the Crank-Nicholson
discretization is implicit. If we use the 6 scheme: Uyl = Oupt1 + (1 — O)u,, with
0 € [%,1], the convergence proof which follows applies with a few minor changes.
Variable time steps may also be considered.

Let us now prove the existence of at least one solution to scheme {AI3))-IH]).

PROPOSITION 4.9 (Existence of a discrete solution). Under hypotheses (L3)-
(I7). let D be an admissible discretization of Q x (0,T) in the sense of Definition
H8 Let A € (0,+00) and a € (0,2) be given. Then, there exists at least one (u,p) €
(Hp(Q2 x (0,7)))% x Hp(Q x (0,T)), solution to (f-13)-({-12)).

Proof. We remark that, for a given n = 0,..., N — 1, taking as unknown Uy 1
and noting that unH = 2U,, 4 1 — Up, Scheme ([E.14) is under the same form as scheme

@3), with n = 2 and with a term in u, included in the right hand side. Therefore
the existence of at least one solution follows from proposition 5l O

We then have the following estimate.

PROPOSITION 4.10 (Discrete L?(0,7; H}(£2)) estimate on velocities). Under hy-
potheses (L3)-(I7), let D be an admissible discretization of Q x (0,T) in the sense
of definition [J.8 Let A € (0,+00) and o € (0,2). Let (u,p) € (Hp(Q x (0,7)))?
Hp(Q2 x (0,T)), be a solution to {{-13)-{4.10). Then there exists Cog > 0, only
depending on d, Q, v, ug, f, T such that the following inequalities hold

(4.16) [ull Lo o220y < (28,5

(4.17) lull 220,110 )y < (235

and
N-1 T

(4.18)  Asize(D)™ > dp,ialp = A Size(D)“/ Ip(, Olpdt < (zg.
n=0 0

Proof. Let p=1,...,N. We get, setting v = u,,, 1 in the first equation of &1,
summing on K € M and n = 0,...,p — 1 in the first equation of ({I4) and using

property (EL.T),
p—1 -
_Z/ Uni1(2)? — un(2)? d:z:—|—uz& Up g 15 Upyi]D—

p— 1

p 1 a(n+1)é
ot [ pus@iaivolun )@ir= 30 [ 0 [ 00wy @

n=0

This leads, setting ¢ = p,, 1 in the second equation of (@LI4), to
_1 /( (z ) - ]
U U dx +v E ot [u U +
D) 0 D O +lu n+l D

A size(D Z&|pn+1 1% —/ / f(z,t) - u(x, t)dadt.

(4.19)



Setting p = N in ([@LI9)) gives (@IIT) and @I8). The discrete Poincaré inequality (24))
and the inequality [uol|z2(q)e < [[tinill2(0)e give

diam(9)?
||Up||%2(n)d < THf”%?(QX(O,T))d + ||Uini||%2(sz)dv Vp=1,...,N,

which proves ([I6]), since ||un+%||L2(Q)d < %(||un||L2(Q)d + [[unt1llL2(0)e) for all n =
0,....,N—1.0

We then have the following estimates on translations.

PROPOSITION 4.11 (Space and time translate estimates). Under hypotheses
(L3)-({L7). let D be an admissible discretization of Q0 x (0,T) in the sense of def-
inition [{.8 Let X\ € (0,+00), a € (0,2) and 6 > 0, such that regul(D) > 6. Let
(u,p) € (Hp(Q2 x (0,7)))% x Hp(Q x (0,T)), be a solution to (Z.13)-({{-15). We de-
note by u the prolongment in R xR of u by 0 outside of Q x (0,T). Then there exists
Cag |> 0 and C3p-> 0, only depending on d, Q, v, \, a, ug, f, 6 and T such that the
following inequalities hold:

(4.20) lu(- + &) = ull o marr) < Qg lél(€] + 4size(M)), VE € R,
and
(4.21) Ju(, - +7) — ull prroneayy < Gglrl?, V7 € R

Proof. In the following proof, we denote by C;, where i is an integer, various
positive real numbers which can only depend on d, Q, v, A, a, ug, f, 0 and T.

Inequality [@20) is obtained from ([I7) (see [15]). Let us prove (I21)). Let 7 € (0,T)
be given. We define the following norms on (Hp(Q))4, by:

Vw € (Hp(Q))?,
lwl 5 = lwln+

(4.22) 2
m (sup{/ﬂdivo(w)(x)q(x)dx, q € Hp(Q),|qlp = 1})

and

(123 Ve ()"

[w]le,p = sup { f w(z) - v(@)dz,v € (Hp(Q)?, [v]p =1}
We then have, for a.e. t € (0,7,

||u(7 t+ T) - u('v t)”%ﬁ(ﬂ)d < ||u(7 t+ T) - u('? t)||D7>\||u('7 t+ T) - u('v t)||*yDy>\7
and therefore, thanks to the Young formula,

lu(t+7) = ul Ol 2gye < Sllult+7) =l O)llo

4.24
(4.24) +azlult+7) —ul t)lepa

We get, from (@I4), for all ¢ € Hp(2) and for a.e. ¢t € (0,T),

AdivD(u(-,t))(x)q(:E)dx = —Xsize(D)* (p(-,t), ¢)p,
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which proves, using [{£22), that
[u, )l < llul, )l + A size(D)*[p(-, t)[p-

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that:

T—7 2 T
( [t - U('af)HD,Adf) <aT [ Jul o)t
0 0

and therefore, using (A17), {IS),
T—1
(4.25) / lu(t+7) —ul- t)||padt < Cs .
0
We now study |[u(-,t 4+ 7) — u(-, ¢)|lx,p,x. We can write, for a.e. ¢t € (0,7 — 7) and

x €,

N-1

Z (Xn(t, 7) + Xnt1 (8, 7)) (ung1 (z) — un()),

n=0

u(z,t + 1) —u(x, t) =

where, for all n € N and ¢ € (0,7), xn(t,7) = 1 if ndt € [t,t + 7], and x,(¢,7) =0
otherwise. This implies

Ju(- t+7) —ul )]l pa <

4.26 N
(4.26) LS N1 (07) 4 o (6 7)) [ttt — tllepa

Let us then obtain a bound for ||un4+1 — Un|lx,p,x. Using the scheme I), we get
that, for all v € (Hp(2))?,

(n+1)é8
/sz(un+1($) —up(z)) -v(x)de = /Mt /Qf(a:,t) <v(z)dzdt

—v&[uy 1, vlp+ & [ ppy(x)divp(v)(z)de
Q
&

-3 /Q uth%diVD(v)(x)dx - &bp(un+%,un+%,v).

(4.27)
Using the definition of divp, the fact that Zaesx myng, = 0, and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, there exists Csg.such-that:

/Q w2,y (@)divp()(a)dr < Gtz iz lvlo.

2

The discrete Sobolev inequality (£9) leads to

d d
2, 4 ll22e) < Z;||<u£:g>2nm<m = ;nuf;gn%m) < g1 I
We take ||v||p,x = 1 and note that, from Definition ([£.22)), we obtain that ||v|lp < 1,
and that [, Py 1 (@)divp (v)(z)dz < (A size(D)a)l/Z [Pny-1|p. We then pass to the
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supremum in ([@27), Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the discrete Poincaré
inequality, and ([.8]), this yields:

[wn+1 — unlle,px < \/&diam(g)||f||L2(Q><(n6t,(n+l)l6t%)&
0y 1 [0+ (A size(D)*)7 [py4lp

5 RO ) 3

Summing the above equation for n = 0 to N — 1, applying the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to all terms of the right hand side except the last, using (@I7) and (IS,
we get that there exists Csq.such that

N-1
Z ||Un+1 - UnH*,D,)\ S qﬂ
n=0

Hence, noting that for all n =0,..., N, fT_T

o Xn(t,7)dt <7, we have:

1 T—1 N-1
) / Z (Xn (€, 7) + X1 (& 7)) [ting1 — un v, padt < G,
0

n=0

which proves, using ([£.26)),
T—1
(4.28) / luC ot +7) — u(, )l padt < G
0
Thanks to ([@24]), (£20) and (£2])), we obtain that
T—1
[ et m) = )l et < Cann/F.
0
Using (TI0), we have

r T
/ IIu(.,t+T)—u(.,t)||L2(Q)ddt:/ | = ul Dllaoyedt < Cigr < VIVTCHg.

T—1 -7

and a similar inequality holds for fET flu(-,t +7) — u(-, 1) 2(qyedt. This thus gives
20D, for any 7 € (0,T). The case 7 > T is obtained again using (A.10]), and the case
7 < 0 is obtained from 7 > 0 by the change of variable s = ¢ 4+ 7. This completes the
proof of (£21]). O

THEOREM 4.12 (Convergence of the scheme). Under hypotheses (L3)-{1.7),
let & > 0 be given and let (DU™),cn be a sequence of admissible discretizations of
Q x (0,T) in the sense of definition [[.8, such that regul(D™)) > 6 and size(D(™))
tends to 0 as m — oo. Let A € (0,400) and o € (0,2) be given. Let, for all m € N,
(u™), pm™)) € (Hpm (2 x (0,T)))% x Hpwm (2 x (0,T)), be a solution to ({-13)-
({-13) with D = D™ . Then there exists a subsequence of (D'™)),en, again denoted
(D(m))meN, such that the corresponding subsequence of solutions (u(m))meN converqges
in L*(Q x (0,T)) to a weak solution @ of {I1))-(IL2) in the sense of definition [l

Proof. Let us assume the hypotheses of the theorem. Using translate estimates
(E20) and (E2ZT)) in the space L' (R?xR), we can apply Kolmogorov’s theorem. We get
that there exists @ € L'(€2 x (0,7)) and a subsequence of (D(™),,cn, again denoted
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(DU™),en, such that the corresponding subsequence of solutions (u(™),,exn converges
in L*(Q x (0,7)) to @ as m — oo. Using @IT), we get [|u™)]| 20,115, (2)) < GOF»
for all m € N, which gives, using the discrete Sobolev inequalities, ||u(m) ||L1(01T;L4(Q)) gl
Csgrofor all m € N. Using a classical result on spaces LP(0,T; L9(2)), we get that
(u™),,en converges in L*(0,T; L?(Q)) to @ as m — oo. Thanks to #I0), we have
[ (™) | o= (0,7 2(0)4) < (g, for all m € N. The same result on spaces LP(0,T’; L9(2))
implies that (u("™),,en converges in L?(0,T; L?(Q)) to @ as m — oo. We can there-
fore pass to the limit in (20). The resulting inequality implies u € L?(0, T; H}(Q2)%)
(see [15]). Passing to the limit in EI6) leads to w € L°°(0, T; L?(Q)%).

Let us now prove that @ is a weak solution of (LI)-([L2)) in the sense of definition
o

Let ¢ € C(Q x (—o0,T))? be given, with divg(x,t) = 0 for all (x,t) € Q x
(=00, T). Let D" be a given admissible discretization extracted from the considered
subsequence. Omitting some of the indices m for the simplicity of notation, we then
set v = Ppp(-,nd) in (EI4), and we sum for n =0,..., N — 1. We thus get

(m) (m) (m) o(m) (m) _ plm)
(4.29) T —I—Tm —|—T —|—T —I—T —TIZD ,
with

(m)

N—-1
zw-%%@%ﬂw—%wy%wwmm,

N-1

(m)
T1\7 | = Z &[unJr%aPD(P('vn&)]Da

n=0

(

N-1
Tl‘;n'> =— Z &‘/ Pyt (@)divo (Ppyp(-, ndt)) (z)da,
n=0 Q

1
2

N-1

(m) 1 .

Tz 5 2 & |ty (2 divo (Pog( ni)(w)ds,
n=0

N-1
(m)
T2\O/ = Z &bD(Un+%,Un+%,PD(p(',7’L&)),

n=0

and

PR N—-1 (n+1)é
T = Z/ /Qf(w,t) - Ppp(x, ndt)dxdt.
n=0v"

o

In the following, we denote by C; various positive reals which can only depend on d,
O, T, uini, f, v, 6 and A\. We first start with the study of 77 We classically have

(see [15])

T
(4.30) lim T = / / Va(z,t) : Vo(a, t)dadt.
0 Q

m—r oo
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The proof that

(4.31) lim T =0

m—r o0

is a consequence of ({I8) and of a direct adaptation of Proposition to time-
dependent functions. Let us now prove that

(4.32) lim T .,

m—r oo

Since (u(™)? tend to 2 as m — oo in LY(Q x (0,7T)), the same argument as in the
steady state case (see proof of theorem F.7)) provides (£.32)).

We now turn to the study of 7pp. Following the proof of proposition 1 the
proof that

T
(4.33) lim_ 755 /0b(ﬂ(-,t),a(-,t),go(-,t))dt.

m—r oo

is a direct consequence of the convergence of u to % in L?(£2 x (0,7)) and proposition
23l The study of 77y is classical, and we have

(4.34) lim TI?:U / / f(z,t) - o(x, t)dzdt.

m—r oo

Let us now prove that

m— 00

(4.35) lim T / / u(x,t)Orp(x t)dxdt—/um,( Yo(x,0)dz.

Indeed, we have

(m)

(m 1 A{m)
T = — [ vola) - Povolo. 00 — T2 57857,
with
pees Z / (Pog(a, (n+ 1)) — Ppp(e, nd))de

and

T = Z / i1 (2) — un(2)) - (Pop(er, (n + 1)) — Ppp(a, nd))dz
We classically have

lim [ wugp(z) - Ppo(x,0)dz = / Uini (@) (2, 0)da.

m—o0 JO Q

We also easily have, thanks to the convergence properties of u(™, that

n}gn@ T —/ / u(x, t)0pp(z, t)dxdt.



(m)

Let us prove that the term T- tends to 0 as m — oo. We have T- = Thatl T),
with

/ \ N
o= / (Unt1(2) — un(z)) - Pop(a, (n +1)dt)dz.
n=0 "7

Thanks to the limits given by (@30), (E31), (£32), (E33)) and (£34), and thanks to
(L29), we obtain that lim T) = Ths, with
m—r oo

d T T
Ty = —VZ/ /QVu(i)(:E,t)-Vgp(i)(:t,t)dxdt—/o b(u(-t),u(-,t), (-, t))dt+

/ /f o(z, t)dzdt.

Since (£30), (E31), E32), (£33) and (£34) are available as well, replacing Ppo(-, ndt)
by Ppp(-, (n + 1)&) in T, 1R Tm, Tpy and Ty, we also get using (LI4) with
v = Ppp(-, (n+ 1)&) that hm pr = b5 Thus we get that lim,, E) =0,

which concludes the proof of (@H) Thanks to (£29), (£35), (£30), (310, (£32),
(#33) and ({34), we thus obtain (IL9)), provided that we can prove

diva(x,t) =0, for a.e. (z,t) € Qx (0,T).

This last relation can be shown, following the proof of [B20). This completes the
proof of the above theorem. O

REMARK 4.4. Using the above proof of convergence, we get the energy inequality
for d =2 or 3 from inequality (4.19), since we have the property

T (771) 1
/ /Q(Vuu)(x,t dajdt<l717£g1£0f Z +1)7 fﬁ’l)]pm)
0

5. Numerical results. An industrial implementation of a colocated finite vol-
ume scheme may be found in [I] for instance, where complex applications are consid-
ered. Focusing in this paper on properties of convergence and error estimates, some
simple numerical experiments are described here to observe the convergence rate of
Schemes (3.7) and [@I3)-(@.I14) with respect to the space and time discretizations. To
that purpose, we use a prototype code where the nonlinear equations are solved by
an underrelaxed Newton method, and the linear systems by a direct band Gaussian
elimination solver. This code handles Stokes or Navier-Stokes problems with various
boundary conditions, using non uniform rectangular or triangular meshes on general
2D polygonal domains.

The linear Stokes equations are first considered in the case d = 2, Q = (0,1) x
(0,1), » =1, and f is taken to satisfy BI) with a solution equal to

(M, @) = 9@y (zM), )
a® (20 2@) = 9P (2D 7(2))
pla®,2®) =100 (W) + (2)?),

denoting by W(z™, ) = 1000 [z (1 — M)z (1 — 2(2)]2. The approximate
solution (u,p) is computed with the scheme ([B.). The observed numerical order of
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convergence, considering the norms ||u — Ppil|2(q) and [|p — Ppp||12(q), is equal to
2 for the velocity components, and to 1 for the pressure in the cases of non uniform
rectangular and square meshes (from 400 to 6400 grid blocks). Note that in these
cases, there is apparently no need for a significant positive value of the stabilization
coefficient A. The observed numerical order of convergence is similar in the case of
triangular meshes (from 1400 to 5600 grid blocks), but values such as A = 1074, o = 1
have to be used in order to avoid oscillations in the pressure field. This confirms that in
the case of triangles, the approximate pressure space is too large to avoid stabilization.
In fact, other tests were performed (e.g. the classical backward step) which show that
stabilization is also needed in the case of rectangles when more severe problems are
considered. Note that in industrial implementations, stabilization may be performed
with other means, see [28], [1], (see also [6] in the triangular case).

We then proceed to a similar comparison in the case of transient nonlinear prob-
lems. Considering a transient adaptation of the above steady-state analytical solu-
tion, the continuous problem is then defined by zero initial and boundary conditions,
T = 0.1, and the function f is taken to satisfy ([LT)) with a solution equal to

AW, 2@ 1) = —f 9D (zD), 2?)
a® (W 2@ 1) = ¢ gOW (2D 2(2))
P, a® 8 =100t (@) + (@®)2)

with the same function ¥ as above. We again observe an order 2 of convergence of
the approximate solution at times ¢ = .05 and ¢ = .1, when the space and the time
discretizations are simultaneously modified with the same ratio (from & = 0.01 to
& = 0.0025 as the size of the mesh is divided by 4). Similar observations are still valid
for the classical Green-Taylor example.

6. Conclusions. The above numerical results show that the theoretical error
estimate which is proved in Section [3] for the linear Stokes equations is non optimal;
a sharper estimate is currently being written [20] under more regularity assumptions
on the mesh.

The proof of convergence of the full space-time discrete approximation of (L)
given by ([AI4]) uses estimates on the time translates, which were introduced in the
L?(Q2 x (0,T)) framework for the proof of convergence of the finite volume method for
degenerate parabolic equations [19,[15] and used for several other cases, see e.g.[21]. A
major difficulty which arises here is the handling on the nonlinear convective term, as
in the continuous case, which leads us to establish an estimate on the time translates
in L1(0,T; L?(92)). This new technique may be used for parabolic problems with other
type of nonlinearities.

We remarked that industrial codes use other types of stabilizations than the
one used here. Further works will be devoted to the mathematical study of such
stabilizations, for which, to our knowledge, no proof of convergence is known up to
now.

Finally, let us also mention undergoing work on a generalization of the scheme
studied here to the full transient Navier-Stokes equations including the energy balance,
under the Boussinesq approximation.
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